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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-29 are being examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Armstrong, 6,356,633 (Armstrong hereafter). 

As per claim 1 , Armstrong teaches a communications system (105, fig. 1 ) 
including at least one message server operative to receive and store messages for 
retrieval (115, fig. 2A, col. 4, lines 55-60; email processing system receives and 
processes email messages), each message having a sender address and a recipient 
address (col. 5, line 15-16; email messages include fields such as sender address 
(represented by 'From' field), recipient address (represented by To 1 field), etc.), an 
automated method to reply to a sender (col. 2, lines 11-14), comprising: storing a reply 
message to a message sent having a selected recipient address and at least one 
sender address (145, fig. 2A, col. 5, line 12; pre-defined responses database stores pre- 
defined reply files for automatic transmission to the recipients); storing a reply file for the 
reply message (145, fig. 2A, col. 5, line 12); and automatically forwarding the reply 
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message and reply file to the sender (col. 7, lines 62-67; email processing system 
automatically transmits reply files (extracted from pre-defined responses database) to 
the recipient). 

Claim 2 is rejected for similar reasons as claim 1 addressed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Armstrong in view of Chen, 6,836,792 (Chen hereafter). 

Claim 1 1 recites similar limitations as claim 1; therefore, it is rejected for similar 
reasons as claim 1 addressed above. Armstrong further teaches automated response 
system (fig. 2A) is programmable to generate auto responses according to sender- 
specified criteria; i.e., the auto responses can be crafted to reflect the content of the 
sender's email message (col. 8, lines 3-8 & 15-17). However, Armstrong does not 
explicitly disclose storing and sending an attachment (with an Internet link) with the 
reply to the recipient. In an analogous art to the claimed invention, Chen discloses an 
email messaging system (130, fig. 2) having an auto-reply feature that allows the 
system to automatically respond to incoming messages sent by the sender (102, fig. 2) 
to the intended recipient (106, fig. 2) (col. 2, lines 66 - col. 3, lines 3). Chen further 
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discloses upon receiving an email message from the sender (102, fig. 2), the email 
messaging system automatically inserts an attachment (170, fig. 2) to the message then 
forwards the message to the intended recipient (106, fig. 2) (col. 2, lines 51-55; col. 9, 
lines 18-22; the attachment can be an advertisement where an add banner (Internet 
link) can direct the user to the promoted products or services). Hence, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Armstrong 
and Chen because it would have allowed the system to attach any files (Internet link, 
graphic file, video clip, etc.) to the messages as desired as disclosed by Chen in [col. 8, 
lines 23-26]. 

Claims 12, 14, 17, 18, 21, and 25 recite similar limitations to claims 1 and 11; 
therefore, they are rejected for similar reasons as claims 1 and 1 1 addressed above. 

As per claims 3, 23 and 27, Armstrong does not explicitly disclose the 
reply message and reply file are forwarded to the sender at an address different from 
that identified in the message. However, it is well known in the art an user often has 
multiple addresses that he often uses and that the reply address can be different from 
the sending address; for example, the user may be supporting multiple departments and 
has an account for each department in his user profile. The user can log into any of his 
accounts to retrieve messages from. Hence, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to send a message using multiple addresses to a user so the 
user can access the message from any one of his user accounts. 

Claims 4-10, 13, 15, 19, 22, 24, 26 and 28-29 are rejected for similar reasons as 
claims 1 and 1 1 addressed above. 
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As per claims 16 and 20, Armstrong teaches the predetermined criteria is 
selected from the group consisting of date, time, day of week, number of e-mail 
messages sent to the recipient, number of e-mail messages sent to the recipient by the 
sender, the date the recipient last retrieved e-mail, the time the recipient last retrieved e- 
mail, the date the recipient last received e-mail from the sender, and the date the 
recipient last sent e-mail to the sender (135, fig. 2A, col. 5, lines 14-18; Pre-defined 
Keyword Database stores plurality of criteria (date/time created, To, From, date/time 
sent, etc.) that the email system uses to process email messages. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Schneider et al, 6,408,336; Montville et al, 6,356,937; Kreynin et al, 
6,067,570 ; Costales, 6,044,395 ; Mulligan et al, 5,937,161 ; Anthias et al, 
5,856,978 ; Ayyadurai, 6,718,368 ; Ohgushi et al, 6,760,753 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jack P Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3945. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571) 272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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